In public realm, migration and social mobility constantly acquire a larger scale and affect societies in Asia and worldwide. However, they are very diverse as each migration group has its individual purposes and reasons. This article is focused on South Korea, where the percentage of immigrants still remain low, but have taken on increased importance with recent trends. This article regards multiculturalism, a prevailing approach to address the situation in many countries, and compares it with Korean immigration strategies. Then it draws attention to less numerous (compared to other foreign expats in Korea) immigration from post-Soviet countries and adaptation of 'koryosaram' (ethnic Koreans) in a host society. It presents the case of Gwanghui-dong near Dongdaemun marketsone of the urban neighbourhoods in Seoul, where a number of foreigners appear to become high. This study presents analysis of initial social survey at the area with 77 respondents in 2013 and is viewing recently appeared initiatives and facilities (2013)(2014)(2015)(2016) with the connection to damunhwa Korean multiculturalism directions. Current study tries to enrich the understanding of migration patterns by considering lessons from particular case. 
Introduction
In a social and public domain, migration and social mobility, from one perspective, are constantly acquiring a larger scale and consequently affecting societies in Asia and worldwide; from another perspective, they are very diverse as each migration group have their individual purposes for migration. Nowadays urban design and urban planning inevitably faced with more complexity and needs to carry about urban environment and social challenges for the good of people.
Due to the influence on society and environment, globalization, migration and social mobility are also relevant issues for the countries, where a percentage of immigrants earlier remained low. South Korea is a country, where the percentage of immigrants still remain low (around 2.5 per cent), but have taken on increased importance with the recent trends. The number of foreigners staying in Korea was 1,797,618 in 2014 (Korean Immigration Service, 2016 . Although more than a half of all foreigners are Chinese (71 per cent from them are ethnic Koreans), migrants from various countries also coming for work, study or marriage with Korean nations.
The wave of globalization started in South Korea since the mid-1990s. At the same, the migrants from post-Soviet countries, particularly, started to appear in Korea. They mostly consisted of 'Korean Russian', Russian-speaking ethnic Koreans. Currently migrants from Central Asian countries, such as Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, Russia, Kyrgyzstan, to Seoul include workers, ethnic Koreans, as well as students and professionals.
Eventually, among many other small foreign community areas in Seoul (Kim & Kang, 2007) , the foreign community of expats from Central Asian countries have appeared in the urban neighbourhood in Gwanghui-dong in Jung-gu, near the Dongdaemun markets since 1990s. For several groups of migrant workers nowadays this community is important due to the job, business and accommodation opportunities and their common socialization in a host Korean society.
In relation to a multiculturalism approach in Korea as a way to deal with globalization, immigration and growing social mobility, this article considers the idea of multiculturalism and its reflection on a way to facilitate foreign communities adaptation and integration, and living together in the urban neighbourhoods in Seoul.
The aim of this article is to present the divergent and non-typical migration patterns and to analyze the immigrant's settlement cases and adaptation to a host society on an example of Gwanghui-dong near Dongdaemun markets, that is, one of the urban neighbourhoods in Seoul, where a number of foreigners appear to become high. In order to understand the migration patterns, the meaning of particular areas can be very important. The article tries to analyze the foreign community area in Gwanghui-dong with initial social survey at the area (conducted by authors in 2013) and with consideration on recently appeared facilities and initiatives (2013 to current time) with the connection to the multiculturalism strategy (damunhwa) towards multicultural communities in Korea.
The next section presents the study process and methods for this article.
Study Process and Methodology
This article tries to outline multiculturalism approaches in Korea to deal with foreign immigration and it focuses on less numerous and non-typical immigration from post-Soviet countries and adaptation of 'koryosaram' in a host society. The general study process for a paper is shown in Figure 1 . For this study, the literature review is used to view the approaches and challenges of multiculturalism in general and to compare it with Korean immigration and social policies. Though literature reviews try to highlight the specific features of multiculturalism in Korea.
Further, this article presents the case of migration to Korea from post-Soviet countries (frequently consisted of 'koryosaram', ethnic Koreans and so-called 'Sakhalin Korean' as well as other migrants groups).
For a practical work scope, this study aims to empirically view the urban features of Gwanghui-dong area in Jung-gu with high number of Russian-speaking, Central Asian and Mongolian migrants among the domestic residents through the field survey. As a research methodology, this article is using a social survey at the area with 77 respondents conducted by author and expert interview to analyze existing conditions and situation at the area. The in-depth interview was conducted by author with one of the managers of Comprehensive Support Centre for Foreign Residents in Seoul in a Seoul Global Centre. Then it tries to view the situation in a timeline with consideration on recently appeared facilities and initiatives (2013 to current time).
The next section will consider multiculturalism as a social policy and approach to deal with immigration and social mobility through the literature reviews. Specifically, it focuses on understanding of multiculturalism approaches and their application in South Korea.
Globalization and
Immigration in South Korea 
Theoretical Background: Globalization and Immigration in Korea

Multiculturalism and its Challenges Worldwide
Originally, the term 'multiculturalism' has appeared during 1965, and nowadays it acquired many definitions and approaches. Generally, multiculturalism can be understood as (1) the state or condition of being multicultural and (2) the policy of maintaining a diversity of ethnic cultures within a community.
In comparison with assimilation, Hashemi (2012) pointed out that multiculturalism regards cultural difference to be positive (unlike assimilation, which views the existence of minority cultures as a barrier to a harmonious society), and as it recognizes the values of cultural diversity, it can contribute to a more dynamic society. Views and opinions on concept of multiculturalism are very complex; they are also interrelated with many other social issues, for example, globalization and networking (Castells, 2011) or counselling (Sue & Sue, 2012) .
Generally, multiculturalism, as one of the ways to address the social situation and immigration, is a prevailing approach in Europe to embrace an inclusive, diverse society. In Canada multiculturalism, which became one of the cultural features, is referred as a sense of an equal treatment of racial, religious and cultural backgrounds. Multicultural policies in Canada were adopted since 1970s as government emphasized the importance of immigration and creating comfortable conditions in society.
Although multiculturalism policies were initiated and promoted in many European and in other countries, their impacts and approaches are constantly being reconsidered. One of the reasons is that multiculturalism altitude of many European counties led to loosening of social cohesion (Vertovec & Wessendorf, 2010) . Many studies globally note about recent challenges of multiculturalism in society, for domestic and international politics (Aggestam & Hill, 2008; Koleth, 2010; Lim, 2009; Malik, 2015, etc.) .
Korea possesses its own distinctive history and belongs to an Asian culture and constrained immigration for a long time. Taking into account the experience of other nations, with its positive and negative aspects, it needs to find its own unique approach towards the emerging challenges of international immigration and globalization.
General immigration Policies Direction in Korea
The number of foreigners staying in Korea was 1,797,618 in 2014, the number of international marriage families was approximately 790,000 in 2014, and this number is expected to increase. The Korea Immigration Service (2016) announced the following strategies to deal with the growing globalization:
1. Openness; 2. Social integration; 3. Human rights; 4. Public safety; 5. Cooperation.
Recently, South Korea is increasing accepts such as labour migration from the Asia-Pacific region. Most of the ethnic Koreans from China enter the country for temporary low-skilled work through the Working Visit System. Other immigrants use the Employment Permit System. Other large group of migrants is foreign family members of Korean citizens, who arrived since the late 1990s. Recent change in policy includes implementation of the Diligent Migrant Workers Re-entry Programme in July 2012, which permits unskilled migrant workers to re-enter to work for the same employer.
The next section presents the aspects related to the Korean immigration policies and their reflection on social and urban environment.
Aspects Related with Immigration and Environment
Damunhwa: Korean Multiculturalism Strategies
Recently, discussions about multiculturalism have been increasing in a Korean society. For example, along with regular assistance and various courses offered for foreigners, in 2015 Seoul Global Centre (which was firstly opened in Seoul in 2008) held a conference about multicultural communities with participation of their leaders and stakeholders ( Figure 2 ). The conference drew a lot of attention specifically to international marriages and socialization of overseas spouses and their children. Many speakers emphasized the importance of understanding and adoption of host society culture and language for international residents for their better adaptation. Besides, recent changes in Korean immigration policy are related to international marriages' documents scrutiny. Since 2010, Korean citizens also must participate in an International Marriage Guidance Programme (OECD, 2014) .
In recent period, more number of organizations in Korea aimed to provide services on entertainment, ethnic culture and education, and medical tourism for foreigners and locals is opened for more specific assistance. For instance, Seoul Global Centre is one of the first started daily consultation services in different languages, including Russian language for Russian-speaking community.
Foreign migrants themselves have community associations and gatherings. For example, post-Soviet countries' foreign community has 'Koordinatsionnii Sovet Rossiiskich Sootechestvennikov' with 'The Association of Russian-speakers in Korea', which provide different events and information for Russian-speaking foreigners in Korea.
With that, several academic studies on multicultural policies and multiculturalism in Korea express certain concerns on its challenges. For example, Ahn (2012) argues that media frequently incorporates such issues as 'diversity', 'human rights' and 'minority politics' in the discourse of multiculturalism. Geon-Soo (2007) claims the multiculturalism rhetoric is often politically biased. Watson (2010) sees multicultural policies in Korea to be state-led model of multiculturalism and to be directly tied to the country's positioning in the global economy. Kim (2009) emphasized the growing process of becoming multicultural society in Korea, while Choi (2010) suggested the need to promote awareness of social, cultural and ethnic diversity and education.
impact of immigrant Communities on Neighbourhoods in Seoul
The foreign communities that started to appear in Seoul around 1980s now emerge as new cultural players in the city and transform physical spaces suitable for their cultural needs. Kong, Yoon, and Yu (2010, p. 253) 
pointed out from their perspective 'immigration and immigrant policies in South Korea are needs-based and ethnicity-based rather than cultural diversity-based'.
The other multicultural community areas, such as 'Philippine Street', Seorae 'French village' and 'Muslim village' at Itaewon, in terms of foreign migrants socializing are presented by Shafray and Seiyong (2016) .
In last decades, the studies of the perception of foreigners by local population have appeared in literature. According to In-Jin Yoon, Young-Ho Song and Young-JoonBae (2008), nowadays South Korea is more open and tolerant towards foreigners living in the country than before. However, Korean society believes that foreign culture and capital compete with local businesses and Korean traditions and willing to protect their national interests.
The next section considers less numerous and non-typical immigration cases from post-Soviet countries to Korea, introduces the immigrants groups and talks over the immigration reasons in a timeline.
Post-Soviet Countries Expat Community in Korea
History and Reason for Migration (1860 to Current Time) Historical Timeline for Migration between Central Asian Countries and Korea
In retrospective, the problems of migration of Koreans to Russia and Russian citizens to Korea were dependent on the economic and political situation in certain historical moments. This study suggests outlining several stages in this migration process (see Table 1 ).
The first stage (1860s of the nineteenth century):
The difficult economic situation in north regions of Korea and higher economic opportunities in Russia have generated the first wave of migration from Korea to Russia (in the Russia's Far East).
The second stage (1937-1950s) : Forced migration within the Soviet Union. This step is determined by political regime and politics of forced resettlement provided by soviet political authorities at that time. At that time, there was a deportation of Koreans, who lived in the Soviet Far East to the Central Asia (mostly, Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan).
The third stage (1990s-2000s) : Around 500,000 Koreans (or 'Koryosaram') live in the former Soviet Union (Kim, 2003) . In 1990s South Korea made a significant economic development and was more economically developed. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, it became possible for 'Korean Russians' and other migrants group to visit or migrate to Korea. At that time 'Korean Russian' started to return to their historical homeland. However, young generation of 'Korean Russians', the descendants of the first wave of immigrants, found difficult to stay in Korea, as many of them did not even know Korean language.
Also during this period, 'Sakhalin Koreans' had an opportunity to return to Korea. In the late 1990s, the Government of South Korea partnered with the Japanese government launched repatriation programmes for Sakhalin Koreans. The original settlers and their descendants had a chance to visit or return to Korea. By the end of 2002, 1,544 Koreans had moved to a joint Korean-Japanese district in Ansan, which is located on the south from Seoul. Also 14,122 people travelled to South Korea with short-term visas. However, lately 10 per cent of the 1,544 repatriated Koreans living in Ansan eventually come back to Sakhalin.
The fourth stage (since 2000s) : This is associated with an increase of social mobility. Migrants in this case are attracted by better career possibilities, opportunities to obtain a better education, study at the universities, etc.
Nowadays in Russia approximately estimated to live around 130,000 'Russian Koreans', while in Central Asian countries (CIS) there are around 450,000 ethnic Koreans (The history of Russian Koreans, n.d.).
'Sakhalin Koreans' Returning to their Homeland in Korea
'Sakhalin Koreans' are Russian citizens of Korean descent living on Sakhalin Island. They trace their roots from the immigrants of Gyeongsang and Jeolla provinces in Korea during the late 1930s and early 1940s. At the time, the southern half of Sakhalin Island, known as Karafuto Prefecture, was under the Gwanghui-dong, Jung-gu in Seoul: Foreign Community Appearance in Neighbourhood (1990s-2000s) A Foreign Investment Promotion Act established in 1998 allows permanent residence status for those who satisfy investment requirement and helped some ethnic 'Korean Russians' and other migrants to open traditional businesses at the area of Jung-gu. Frequent trips of Russian wholesale buyers to Dongdaemun market generated a demand for Russian and Central Asian businesses. Lately number of Russian businessmen declined significantly, while Mongolia and Uzbekistan migrant workers have grown steadily (Yun, 2011) . However, with the establishment of visa-waiver agreement for short period visitors with Russia and South Korea since 2014 the number of Russians visiting Korea is increasing.
The Dongdaemun markets serves as an important district-forming factor and migrant's place for employment and commerce. It is still important for whole sale buyers, who purchase goods at the nearby markers. The area has some hotels, officitels, logistics companies and stores that the trades can use.
Area is located in the triangle formed by the alleyways between Exits 12, 5 and 7 of Dongdaemun History and Culture Park Station (subway Lines 2, 4 and 5), bound by Euilji-ro, Jangchungdan-ro, Toegye-ro, Changgyeong-ro streets (see Figure 3) . It is located in the commercial area of Jung-gu district within proximity of commercial shopping centres of Dongdaemun. Although the area itself can be easily accessed by subway, or from Euljiro-44-gil and Mareunnae-ro, navigation through area is difficult; streets are narrow and quite tangled in navigation for visitors, tourists or new activities.
However, many Central Asian and Russian-speaking migrants come to visit this area due to many authentic food restaurants and stores located there.
The next section presents analysis of social survey conducted at the area in 2013, and considers occurred recent changes and initiatives at the area after (2013 to current time).
Area Case Study in a Timeline (2013-2016)
This section consists of two parts. The first part provides analysis of the initial social survey and expert interview conducted at the area by author in 2013 as a field study with a description of proposed design alternatives suggested by the authors. The second part presents several newly appeared facilities and programmes at this area since 2013 by the Seoul municipal government initiatives (Dongdaemun Global Centre) and some private initiatives and programmes (such as Russian Info Centre and others). Although our social survey and its design alternatives have no connection with the recently appeared facilities at the area, it seems important for understanding the conditions at the area in general.
Analysis of Social Survey and Expert interview at the Area Social Survey: General information about Respondents (2013)
Overall 77 respondents took part in our social survey about the area conducted in 2013. The general information about the respondents is as follows. About 36 per cent of all respondents work at the area (full time or part time). Eleven of respondents have their own businesses, around five to seven business owners or administrators are interviewed at the area. Nineteen people live at the area, and 14 live nearby the area. Thirty-eight male respondents and 39 female respondents participated in a survey. It is presented with other details in author's publication (Shafray, Lee, & Kim, 2015) .
The national identity of respondents is shown at Table 2 . From 77 respondents who took part in the survey, 14 respondents are Koreans, while others are from different countries.
Social Survey: Analyzing Opinions on Area Condition
The social survey asked the respondents to evaluate the area condition satisfaction and living condition using the 5-point Likert scale (from 'very dissatisfied' to 'very satisfied'). From the survey, the level of estimation for area condition satisfaction for all respondents sample generally was neutral (38.96 per cent) or satisfactory (32.47 per cent). The analysis was performed on two variables in the sample: national identity of respondents (nonKorean and Korean) and length of stay at the area, which is classified to 'less than one year' and 'more than one year' periods (see Tables 3 and 4) .
The Mann-Whitney U-test for national identity variable (Korean and non-Korean respondents groups) indicates that p = 0.433 (p > 0.05), which means that the national identity (Korean/non-Korean respondents) is not significant for the satisfaction of the area condition.
Next the Mann-Whitney U-test used the groping variables on length of stay at the area (less than one year/more than one year) results are presented in Table 4 . Obtained p = 0.023 (p <= 0.05) indicates that length of stay at the area is significant for the satisfaction of the area condition.
It seems that the significance of length of stay at the area on the evaluation of satisfaction with the area condition can be explained due to the following reasons:
(1) The different needs of short-stay and long-stay respondents. For example, long-stay residents would like to have more children gardens at the area, while people coming for a short period consider primarily the business matters. According to social the survey, the number of residents 
Social Survey: Proposed Facilities
In the social survey, respondents were asked to mark the desired facilities or services at the area from the list of the questionnaire. The options to choose from included language classes, foreign health care centre, post office, consultation centre, study rooms or library, computer classes, sports or fitness centre, concert or performance hall/cultural centre, children playground or kindergarten, traditional products store or other variant. The analysis showed that generally non-Korean respondents choose multiple answers, while Korean respondents refrained from answers. Besides, apparently many Korean respondents skipped this question, because they thought that new facilities are aimed to serve only foreigners' needs.
As the distribution of answers for Korean and non-Korean respondents had large differences, this question has shown important implications. In this way, the proposed suggestions have to consider the interests of all residents of the area.
Expert interview: Area Condition and Facilities
The in-depth expert interview was conducted with the manager of Comprehensive Support Centre for Foreign Residents in Seoul in Seoul Global Centre (at Gonggak) in 27 July 2014. According to the interviewee, Gwanghui-dong area has quite high concentration of Central Asian, Mongolian and Russian people who are registered there as permanent residents or come for a short period. Seoul Global Centre provides on-site consultations for migrants at this area once a month in a weekend to make it convenient for people to attend it. The tents of one-site consultation service, which was conducted by specialists in Russian and Mongolian language. These consultations were held at the site near the Gwanghui-dong Community Centre on 27 July 2014 with the participation of the labour lawyers, lawyers specializing in injuries, immigration and on questions of consumer rights. On-site consultations also involve translators and volunteer work.
According to the interviewee, several proposals have been discussed with the Seoul Metropolitan Government to launch the foreign global centre at the Gwanghui-dong area, Jung-gu for Russianspeaking and Mongolian migrants' assistantship and as a cultural centre. (At the moment of interview there was no such center at the area.)
The next section presents the design alternatives suggested by authors as a result of our social survey.
Proposed Design Alternatives as a Result of a Survey
As a result of a social survey in 2013 and expert interview the possible design alternatives to improve urban environment of Gwanghui-dong residential were suggested. The alternatives were as follows:
• Alt 1: 'Symbolic space', proposes new programmes and facilities at the area for migrant's adaptation and cultural centre;
• Alt 2: Network of infrastructure, scattered programmes and facilities at the area for migrant's adaptation and residents health care with renovation of existing buildings; • Alt 3: Facilities to enhance comfort of all residence (e.g., fitness, welfare and swimming centre).
The first design alternative developed planning interventions that were focused on the needs of the Russian and Central Asian population of the area. Alt 1 culture centre proposal reflected cultural diversity at the area with culture experience and community activities (e.g., cookery courses, Asian countries study, Korean language courses, etc.). The concept proposal vision for a cultural centre (Alt 1) is shown in Figure 4 . Social survey results and suggested alternatives were published with more detail in our previous paper (Shafray et al., 2015) .
However, authors do not know if the social survey results and suggested design alternatives by them formed a basis for further appeared facilities or not. Social survey results and design alternatives proposed by the authors have no connection with the recently appeared facilities at the area. Although the social survey, in our opinion, contributes to the understanding of the conditions of the foreign community in a neighbourhood. Area (2013 Area ( -2016 This part presents several newly appeared facilities and programmes at this area since 2013 by the Seoul municipal initiatives (Dongdaemun Global Centre) and some private initiatives and facilities (such as 'Russian Info Centre', Children Centre 'Kimuchki', Newspaper 'KIM', etc.). 
Recent Changes and initiatives at the
Seoul Metropolitan Government initiatives: Dongdaemun Global Centre Opening (2015)
Seoul city held an official opening of the Dongdaemun Global Centre on October 2015 in Gwanghuidong, Jung-gu-the area with dense foreign population. As the Seoul city administration stated, many Mongolians, Russians and Central Asians live in the Gwanghui-dong area, where they run around 150 shops and hold weekly gatherings of about 1,000 Mongolians, Russians and other ex-pats for active social and business exchanges. According to the Global Centre, the area has long lacked any support facilities for its foreign residents, indicating the desperate need for a global centre.
The Dongdaemun Global Centre works to form connections between small businesses and traders; provides customized services to revitalize trade and business, and supports communication among Korean and foreign residents by providing spaces for events and meetings (see Table 5 ).
With the opening of Dongdaemun Global Centre at the area by Seoul municipal administration in 2015, the area seems to have enough facilities available for migrant's assistantship and various cultural and educational programmes. Co-working space -Office space for small businesses.
-Support services, such as memo-taking, booking meeting rooms, and mail and parcel storage.
Meeting room -Rooms for trade and business meetings.
-Can also be used to hold consulting sessions and seminars by experts.
Counselling lounge -Professional trade and business counseling.
-Support for overall counselling services in different languages (Mongolian, Russian, etc.) .
Community space -Provides space for five foreigner community groups, including Mongolians, Russians, Central Asians, etc.
Café lounge -Provides a casual space where Korean and foreign residents can get together and communicate. -Expected to serve as venue for Mongolian and Russian cultural exchange and experience events.
Amenities -Lockers to be used as storage space for small businesses.
-Bulletin boards for information exchange and to provide maps and locations of nearby convenience facilities.
Source : Seoul Global Centre (2015) . Russian-speaking Community (2013 Russian-speaking foreign community in Seoul seems to be dynamic, and some other private initiatives and facilities also occurred in the area and in Seoul in these years. For example, it includes 'Russian Info Centre', children centre 'Kimuchki', newspaper 'KIM', Russian culture festival 'Million Roses' and other initiatives. In 2014 'Russian Information Centre at Dongdaemun' was opened at the area ( Figure 5 ). The founder of the centre is a former Korean civil servant. He studied in Russia during his career that prompted his interest in ethnic Koreans living in Russia and in post-Soviet countries. The Centre opened at the areas provides various consultations and language courses.
Several Other initiatives for
Besides the multicultural area in Gwanghui-dong, Jung-gu in Seoul, there are few other Russian cultural and language centres (for instance, 'Pushkin house', 'The Association of Russian-speakers in Korea' and 'The Russian Centre'). They offer language classes, organize events or meetings (see Figure 6 ). The most rapidly growing number of immigrants is from Uzbekistan. Currently the citizens of Uzbekistan make up 60 per cent of all Russian speakers living in Korea. However, the ratio of Russianspeaking foreigners from five countries to the overall number of foreigners remains low (Figure 7) . Typically migrants from these countries come to work or study in Korea. From 78,675 Russianspeaking migrants (from five countries) majority hold working type of visa (E9). For 'Russian Koreans' 16,991 stay with the working visa of H2 type, and 14,239 people stay with the F4 type of visa (for ethnic Koreans).
The distribution of Russian speakers by country (from five countries) is shown in Figure 8 . According to 'Russian Information Centre at Dongaemun', if to consider the citizenship of Russianspeaking foreigners in Korea, the largest number among them is immigrants from Uzbekistan, followed by immigrants from Russia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Ukraine.
Although the post-Soviet countries expats community in Seoul is quite small, it is dynamically changing with more facilities for the foreigners adaptation provided by Seoul metropolitan government and some private initiatives.
Conclusion and Discussion: Connection with Multiculturalism Though an Area Case Study
The conclusions can be combined into two directions: (1) the case study of area connection with multiculturalism issues and (2) the needs of foreign communities and neighbourhood perceptions: need for further monitoring.
Generally, South Korea is implementing damunhwa multiculturalism strategies towards foreign expat communities living together with the Korean nationals. South Korea is increasingly experiencing globalization and international migration issues since 1990s, but still foreigners constitute very small percentage of population. Subsequently, around 2000s, small foreign communities started to appear in various residential neighbourhoods in Seoul. This article is focused on less numerous and non-typical immigration from post-Soviet countries started also around 1990s and adaptation of 'koryosaram' (ethnic Koreans) in a host society. One of the foreign communities in Seoul that attracted some Russian-speaking, Central Asian and Mongolian migrants is located at the Gwanghui-dong area in Jung-gu district near Dongdaemun markets. The visual observation of this area continues by author for few years (2013) (2014) (2015) (2016) . The situation is dynamically changing. For example, at the moment of the initial social survey at the area (conducted by author in 2013) there was no consultation centre for the needs of migrants living in this area. However, with the opening of Dongdaemun Global Centre in thereby Seoul Metropolitan Government in October 2015 and some other consultation centres and facilities during 2014-2016, the demand for it seems to have lost its sharpness. The opening of Dongdaemun Global Centre at the area seems to be a part of the multiculturalism strategy of Seoul municipal government towards resembling areas (e.g., there are global centre facilities run by Seoul municipal government at Seorae 'French' maeul and at Itaewon, which are the areas popular among foreigners).
Initially, using a social survey and expert interview, area condition satisfaction and possible alternatives for improvement were analyzed with different variables considering Korean and non-Korean residents. The research has found that length of stay at the area for the respondents is significant in their evaluation of area conditions satisfaction. Length of stay for non-Korean respondents is used for analyzing their answers on necessary facilities. For statistical analysis a Mann-Whitney U-test was used. Although our social study has no connection with recently opened facilities and initiatives at the area, it seems to be meaningful for understating of a neighbourhood urban environment.
Overall, the current study tries to enrich the understanding of migration patterns by considering lessons from a particular case. The study can be further continued taking into account ongoing socioeconomic factors and urban guidelines to facilitate the better and careful monitoring and improvement of the multicultural communities.
